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ABSTRACT 



This report compares students' scores on the 2000 Delaware 
Student Testing Program (DSTP) writing assessment with the writing scores of 
their counterparts in 1998 and 1999. In addition, the results of a writing 
study are discussed briefly. Delaware students in grades 3, 5, 8, and 10 took 
the 2000 DSTP writing assessment, responding to a text-based writing task and 
a stand-alone writing prompt. Each student's response to the text-based task 
was scored by one trained reader, and responses to the stand-alone task were 
scored by two readers. A look at the 3 years' writing data shows that 
stand-alone writing scores dropped slightly across grades in 1999 from 1998, 
but increased somewhat in 2000 from 1999. The majority of the changes were 
less than one third of a standard deviation, with the exception of grade 10, 
where increases were larger. The text-based scores showed a trend toward 
decline across the grades, especially from 1999 to 2000, except in grade 
2000. A research study was designed and conducted to study the possible 
reasons for low performance on the text-based writing in 2000. This study 
relied on review by a panel of teachers who rescored anchor papers for each 
grade and review of student writings by a second panel of teachers. Results 
of this study are reported separately. (Contains 4 figures and 10 tables.) 
(SLD) 
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State Report for 2000 DSTP Writing Assessment 




I. Introduction: 

To help teachers, administrators, and parents understand student performance in writing, 
the Assessment and Analysis Group prepares a report at the state level each year to 
compare students' writing scores with previous years' writing scores. The content of the 
report is based on the results of statistical analyses and sometimes, a research study as 
well. In this report, students' scores on the 2000 DSTP writing assessment are compared 
with the writing scores of their counterparts in 1998 and 1999. In addition, the results of 
a writing study are briefly discussed. 

II. DSTP Writing Assessment 

Delaware students in grades 3, 5, 8, and 10 took the 2000 DSTP writing assessment. 
Each student responded to a text-based writing task and a stand-alone writing prompt. 
The text-based writing task links to a passage in the DSTP reading assessment. During 
the session of the stand-alone prompt, students’ used the pre-writing skills to develop, 
organize, and draft their writings, but only the final draft was scored. 

Each student's response to the text-based task was scored by one trained reader using a 5- 
point scoring rubric; responses to the stand-alone writing prompt were scored by two 
trained readers using the same scoring rubric (See Attachment A) and the sum of the two 
scores was reported as the stand-alone writing score. The lowest score for the text-based 
writing is 1 and the highest possible score is 5; the lowest score for the stand-alone 
writing prompt is 2 and the highest possible score is 10. The total writing raw score is a 
combination of the text-based writing score and the stand-alone writing score with the 
lowest score of 3 and the highest possible score of 15. If a student missed or received an 
invalid score on either part of the writing assessment, an invalid writing score would be 
assigned to this student. 

III. Results of Three-Year's Comparisons 

Overall Perjonnance in Writing Tables la- Id present the means, standard deviations, 
and frequency distributions of students' writing scores on the text-based writing task, 
stand-alone writing prompt, and the total writing raw scores in 1998, 1999, and 2000. 
The purpose of each writing task/prompt is also specified, i.e., expressive, persuasive, or 
informative. 

For the 2000 DSTP, the average writing raw score is 6.06 with a standard deviation of 
1.63 in grade 3; 6.78 with a standard deviation of 1.74 in grade 5; 7.39 with a standard 
deviation of 1.46 in grade 8; and 7.34 with a standard deviation of 1.77 in grade 10. 
Comparing the three years' writing scores, it is found that the mean score drops by .38 
from 1999 to 2000 and drops by .79 from 1998 to 2000 in grade 3; the mean score drops 
by .74 from 1999 to 2000 and drops by .63 from 1998 to 2000 in grade 5. In grade 8, the 
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mean score remains the same in 2000 as in 1999, but drops by .33 from 1998 to 2000. In 
grade 10, the mean score increases by .52 from 1999 to 2000 and increases by .42 from 

1998 to 2000. 

In reviewing the three years' frequency distributions of the total writing scores, there 
seems to be a grade pattern, where more students received writing scores of 5 and 6, in 
grades 3 and 5, but fewer students received a score of 7 and 8 in grade 3 in 2000 than the 
previous years. In grades 8 and 10, fewer students received writing scores of 4, 5 and 6, 
but more students received scores of 7 and 8 in 2000 than in 1998 and 1999. Figures 1-4 
provide you with a visual illustration of the grade pattern across years. 

Performance on Stand-Alone Writing Prompt The means of the stand-alone writing 
prompt are 4.54 (standard deviation = 1.27), 5.02 (standard deviation = 1.27), 5.57 
(standard deviation = 1.05), and 5.38 (standard deviation = 1.21) for grades 3, 5, 8, and 
10 respectively in 2000. When comparing the stand-alone writing scores with previous 
years' scores, it is found that student performance remains similar with minor fluctuations 
in grades 3 and 5, where the mean score increases by .28 from 1999 to 2000, but 
decreases by .16 from 1998 to 2000 for grade 3 and the mean score decreases slightly by 
.15 from 1999 to 2000, but increases by .13 from 1998 to 2000 for grade 5. The data 
appear to show that the performance of the eighth graders has slightly, but consistently 
improved in stand-alone writing since 1998, where the mean score increases by .28 from 

1999 to 2000 and by .12 from 1998 to 2000. In grade 10, the mean score on the stand- 
alone writing consistently increases by .51 and .53 from 1999 and 1998 to 2000, 
respectively. 

Performance on Text-Based Writing Task The mean of the text-based writing scores on 
the 2000 DSTP is 1.52 for grade 3, 1.76 for grade 5, 1.82 for grade 8, and 1.96 for grade 
10. Looking at the text-based writing performance over three years, the mean score in 

2000 is the lowest for all grades except grade 10. The mean score decreases by .66 and 
.63, almost one standard deviation, from 1999 and 1998 to 2000 in grade 3. A similar 
trend is observed in grades 5 and 8, where the mean score drops by .59 and .76 from the 
previous years in grade 5 and drops by .28 and .45 in grade 8. In grade 10, however, the 
mean score on the text-based writing remains almost the same across years. 

IV. Writing Study 

About the Study A research study was designed and conducted to investigate the possible 
reasons for low performance on the text-based writing in 2000. In the first part of the 
study, a panel of teachers reviewed, ranked, and re-scored anchor papers independently 
for a given grade. Then, teachers worked in small groups to discuss their ratings and 
modified their ranks and scores, if necessary. Anchor papers are a sample of students' 
writings that are used as benchmarks in scoring. Each anchor paper represents a score 
point on the rubric. In the second part of the study, a second panel of teachers reviewed a 
sample of 100 text-based writings that had been randomly selected from the population 
per grade. Each essay was re-scored holistically using the 5-point scoring rubric and was 
also evaluated analytically. A group discussion focused on test administration, scoring, 
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test development and classroom instruction in writing. A separate report is available 
which describes the results of this study in detail. 

V. Discussion 

Looking at the three years' writing data, it appears that the stand-alone writing scores 
dropped slightly across grades in 1999 from 1998, but increased somewhat in 2000 from 
1999. The majority of the changes in the stand-alone writing scores are less than one 
third of a standard deviation with an exception in grade 10, where the mean score 
increased by .51 and .53 in 2000 from 1999 and 1998, respectively. The text-based 
scores, however, show a trend of declining across grades, particularly from 1 999 to 2000, 
except in grade 10. The low performance in the text-based writing seems to be the 
primary reason for the decrease of the total writing raw scores for 2000 in grades 3 and 5. 

Previous studies evidenced that the generalization of writing performance is low across 
the purpose (or discourse) of writing tasks, writing topics, and occasions, especially when 
there are only a couple of items in the writing assessment. In 2000, a new type of text- 
based writing task was introduced to each grade level, which may be one of the reasons 
for the fluctuation of the test scores. For example, the third graders responded to an 
informative writing task in 2000 instead of a persuasive writing task as in 1999 and 1998. 
Similarly, the fifth graders responded to an informative writing task in 1998 and 1999, 
but an expressive writing task in 2000. 

Table 2 presents the correlations among the text-based writing, stand-alone writing, total 
writing scores, and reading scores by grade. The correlation coefficients between the 
stand-alone writing and the total writing scores range from .91 to .93; while the 
correlations between the text-based writing and the total writing scores are moderate to 
moderately high, ranging from .69 to .80. Moreover, the correlation coefficients between 
the text-based writing and the stand-alone writing are generally low ranging from .37 to 
.48, which suggest that only 14% to 23% of the changes (or variance) in one writing 
score are accounted for by the other writing score. The low correlations may be 
explained by one or more of the following reasons: (1) low generalization of writing 
performance across purpose and topic of writing tasks; (2) the two writing samples may 
measure somewhat different types of writing skills or even different constructs; (3) 
students had less time and opportunity to organize their text-based writing than they did 
for the stand-alone writing; (4) the text-based scores may be less reliable than the stand- 
alone scores because only one reader is used for scoring; and (5) low motivation on the 
text-based writing. 

In examining the relationship between reading and writing, it is found that the correlation 
coefficients range from .50 to .59 between stand-alone writing and reading scores and 
range from .37 to .54 between text-based writing and reading scores. Similar correlations 
between stand-alone writing and reading scores were observed for the 1998 (r=. 52 to .63) 
and 1999 DSTP (r=.55 to .59). The correlations between text-based writing and reading 
scores, however, are much lower in grade 3 (r=.37) and grade 5 (r=.41) in 2000 than in 
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the previous years (r=.56 and .60 for grade 3 in 1998 and 1999, respectively; r=. 60 and 
.56 for grade 5 in 1998 and 1999, respectively). 

VI. Summary of 2000 DSTP Writing Assessment by District and School 

The remaining tables in this report present the means and standard deviations of writing 
scores for the stand-alone writing, text-based writing, and the total writing raw scores by 
grade, district, and school (See Attachment). 
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Table la 

mparisons of Writing Scores for 1998, 1999 and 2000 DSTP for Grade 3 
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Mean 1.52 4.54 6.06 2.18 4.26 6.44 2.15 4.70 6.85 

SD 0.66 1.27 1.63 0.85 1.40 1.94 0.90 1.41 1.98 

Purpose of Informative Expressive Persuasive Informative Persuasive Expressive 

Writing Task 
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•mparisons of Writing Scores for 1998, 1999 and 2000 DSTP for Grade 5 
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mparisons of Writing Scores for 1998, 1999 and 2000 DSTP for Grade 8 
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Purpose of Persuasive Informative Persuasive Informative Persuasive Informative 

Writing Task 



Figure 1 

Comparisons of Writing Scores from 1998 to 2000 for Grade 3 
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Figure 2 

Comparisons of Writing Scores from 1998 to 2000 for Grade 5 
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Figure 4 

Comparisons of Writing Scores from 1998 to 2000 for Grade 10 
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TABLE 2 

Correlation Coefficients by Test and Grade 



GRADE 3 




STAND-ALONE 


TEXT-BASED 


WRITING TOTAL 


READING 


STAND-ALONE 


1.00 








TEXT-BASED 


0.37 


1.00 






WRITING TOTAL 


0.93 


0.69 


1.00 




READING 


0.50 


0.37 


0.53 


1.00 


GRADE 5 










STAND-ALONE 


1.00 








TEXT-BASED 


0.41 


1.00 






WRITING TOTAL 


0.91 


0.75 


1.00 




READING 


0.50 


0.44 


0.56 


1.00 


GRADE 8 










STAND-ALONE 


1.00 








TEXT-BASED 


0.41 


1.00 






WRITING TOTAL 


0.91 


0.75 


1.00 




READING 


0.55 


0.52 


0.63 


1.00 


GRADE 10 










STAND-ALONE 


1.00 








TEXT-BASED 


0.48 


1.00 






WRITING TOTAL 


0.91 


0.80 


1.00 




READING 


0.59 


0.54 


0.66 


1.00 
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Means and Standard Deviations of Writing Scores 
By Grade, District, and School 



Means and Standard Deviations of Writing Scores 
by Grade, District and School 
for Stand-Alone, Text-Based, and Total Writing Scores 

(Grade 3) 



District & School 



N 



Stand - Alone 
Mean S.D. 



Text-Based 
Mean S.D. 



Writing Total 
Mean S.D. 



Appoquinimink 

Cedar Lane Elementary 1 38 

Silver Lake Elementary 1 3 1 

Townsend Elementary 95 

Brandywine 

Brandywood Elementary 86 

Carrcroft Elementary 97 

Darley Road Elementary 84 

Forwood Elementary 95 

Lancashire Elementary 90 

Lombardy Elementary 112 

Maple Lane Elementary 68 

Mount Pleasant Elementary 93 



Caesar Rodney 



General Henry H. Arnold Elementary 30 

W. Reily Brown Elementary 60 

Allen Frear Elementary 88 

W.B. Simpson Elementary 71 

Star Hill Elementary 78 

Nellie H Stokes Elementary 55 

Major George S. Welch Elementary 46 



4.70 


1.34 


1.44 


0.54 


6.14 


1.59 


4.17 


1.36 


1.34 


0.56 


5.50 


1.68 


4.26 


1.28 


1.47 


0.58 


5.74 


1.52 



5.76 


1.26 


2.13 


0.76 


7.88 


1.71 


5.30 


1.21 


1.52 


0.68 


6.81 


1.54 


4.54 


1.34 


1.56 


0.61 


6.10 


1.64 


4.80 


1.22 


1.40 


0.55 


6.20 


1.48 


4.99 


1.29 


1.80 


0.75 


6.79 


1.77 


5.06 


1.42 


1.79 


0.71 


6.86 


1.79 


4.87 


1.28 


1.75 


0.80 


6.62 


1.76 


4.37 


1.21 


1.57 


0.61 


5.94 


1.62 



4.90 


1.03 


1.67 


0.66 


6.57 


1.28 


4.13 


1.21 


1.52 


0.60 


5.65 


1.56 


4.27 


1.19 


1.27 


0.62 


5.55 


1.58 


3.97 


1.36 


1.24 


0.49 


5.21 


1.66 


4.42 


1.29 


1.46 


0.62 


5.88 


1.60 


4.29 


1.10 


1.36 


0.49 


5.65 


1.27 


4.20 


1.44 


1.54 


0.66 


5.74 


1.68 
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Means and Standard Deviations of Writing Scores 
by Grade, District and School 
for Stand-Alone, Text-Based, and Total Writing Scores 

(Grade 3) 



District & School 


N 


Stand-Alone 
Mean S.D. 


Text-Based 
Mean S.D. 


Writing Total 
Mean S.D. 


Cape Henlopen 


H.O. Brittingham Elementary 


78 


4.28 


1.07 


1.24 


0.49 


5.53 


1.25 


Rehoboth Elementary 


76 


4.43 


1.34 


1.41 


0.59 


5.84 


1.70 


R.A. Shields Elementary 


113 


5.09 


1.15 


1.73 


0.67 


6.82 


1.38 


Capital 


East Dover Elementary 


65 


4.14 


1.10 


1.34 


0.57 


5.48 


1.42 


Fairview Elementary 


55 


4.35 


1.34 


- 1.38 


0.71 


5.73 


1.83 


Hartly Elementary 


59 


5.49 


0.95 


1.83 


0.87 


7.32 


1.40 


North Dover Elementary 


81 


4.52 


0.94 


1.67 


0.63 


6.19 


1.27 


South Dover Elementary 


83 


4.67 


1.38 


1.58 


0.63 


6.25 


1.72 


Towne Point Elementary 


56 


4.07 


1.13 


1.34 


0.61 


5.41 


1.36 


Booker T. Washington Elementary 


61 


4.48 


1.21 


1.57 


0.62 


6.05 


1.59 


Christina 

Brader Elementary 


210 


4.21 


1.17 


1.35 


0.57 


5.57 


1.49 


Brookside Elementary 


118 


4.42 


1.05 


1.54 


0.62 


5.97 


1.28 


Downes Elementary 


143 


5.24 


1.41 


1.73 


0.71 


6.97 


1.75 


Robert Gallgher Elementary 


104 


5.05 


1.04 


1.83 


0.82 


6.88 


1.56 


Albert H. Jones Elementary 


118 


4.66 


1.22 


1.68 


0.71 


6.34 


1.54 


Leasure Elementary 


151 


4.36 


1.13 


1.53 


0.61 


5.89 


1.45 


MacClary Elementary 


105 


4.71 


1.28 


1.57 


0.71 


6,29 


1.71 


Marshall Elementary 


167 


4.73 


1.11 


1.58 


0.68 


6.31 


1.48 


McVey Elementary 


141 


4.83 


1.22 


1.61 


0.71 


6.44 


1.65 


Jennie Smith Elementary 


138 


4.99 


1.10 


1.85 


0.78 


6.83 


1.49 
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Means and Standard Deviations of Writing Scores 
by Grade, District and School 
for Stand-Alone, Text-Based, and Total Writing Scores 

(Grade 3) 



District & School 


N 


Stand-Alone 
Mean S.D. 


Text-Based 
Mean S.D. 


Writing Total 
Mean S.D. 


West Park Place Elementary 


117 


4.80 


1.18 


1.58 


0.67 


6.38 


1.52 


Etta Wilson Elementary 


120 


4.57 


1.11 


1.74 


0.68 


6.31 


1.52 


Colonial 


Colwyck Elementary 


160 


4.92 


1.17 


1.88 


0.76 


6.80 


1.62 


H.O. Eisenberg Elementary 


171 


4.01 


1.35 


1.44 


0.61 


5.46 


1.67 


Martin Luther King Elementary 


101 


3.91 


1.35 


1.28 


0.55 


5.19 


1.68 


McCullough Elementary 


314 


4.15 


1.20 


1.27 


0.50 


5.42 


1.40 


Indian River 


Lord Baltimore Elementary 


89 


4.64 


1.11 


1.61 


0.70 


6.25 


1.41 


East Millsboro Elementary 


93 


4.45 


1.10 


1.59 


0.56 


6.04 


1.42 


Frankford Elementary 


62 


4.19 


1.16 


1.40 


0.61 


5.60 


1.43 


Long Neck Elementary 


80 


4.49 


1.20 


1.76 


0.73 


6.25 


1.69 


North Georgetown Elementary 


143 


4.11 


1.14 


1.29 


0.53 


5.40 


1.35 


Phillip Showell Elementary 


43 


4.40 


0.85 


1.65 


0.61 


6.05 


1.19 


Southern Delaware Arts School 


32 


4.66 


1.33 


1.50 


0.62 


6.16 


1.74 


Lake Forest 


Lake Forest East Elementary 


55 


4.65 


1.00 


1.82 


0.75 


6.47 


1.44 


Lake Forest North Elementary 


82 


4.44 


1.18 


1.26 


0.47 


5.70 


1.39 


Lake Forest South Elementary 


89 


4.37 


1.39 


1.36 


0.66 


5.73 


1.77 


Laurel 

North Laurel Elementary 


161 


4.39 


1.15 


1.30 


0.50 


5.70 


1.33 


Milford 


Benjamin Bannecker Elementary 


112 


4.90 


1.17 


1.57 


0.71 


6.47 


1.59 


Lulu Ross Elementary 


118 


4.09 


1.07 


1.24 


0.47 


5.33 


1.30 



Means and Standard Deviations of Writing Scores 
by Grade, District and School 
for Stand-Alone, Text-Based, and Total Writing Scores 

(Grade 3) 



District & School 


N 


Stand-Alone 
Mean S.D. 


Text-Based 
Mean S.D. 


Writing Total 
Mean S.D. 


Red Clay 


Balt z Elementary 


132 


4.01 


1.22 


1.45 


0.62 


5.45 


1.58 


Forest Oak Elementary 


136 


4.40 


1.19 


1.33 


0.52 


5.74 


1.39 


Highlands Elementry 


91 


4.75 


1.24 


1.30 


0.53 


6.04 


1.50 


Lewis Elementary 


66 


4.24 


1.12 


1.23 


0.46 


5.47 


1.29 


Marbrook Elementary 


66 


4.41 


1.35 


1.35 


0.54 


5.76 


1.66 


Mote Elementary 


94 


4.82 


1.24 


1.67 


0.69 


6.49 


1.58 


Richardson Park Elementary 


161 


4.36 


1.14 


1.29 


0.51 


5.65 


1.40 


Shortlidge Elementary 


94 


4.13 


1.15 


1.38 


0.59 


5.51 


1.39 


Warner Elementary 


233 


4.40 


1.31 


1.41 


0.61 


5.81 


1.60 


Seaford 


Seaford Central Elementary 


120 


4.67 


1.16 


1.41 


0.65 


6.08 


1.48 


West Seaford Elementary 


145 


5.01 


1.44 


1.70 


0.76 


6.71 


1.91 


Smyrna 

Clayton Elementary 


124 


4.79 


1.22 


1.73 


0.68 


6.52 


1.59 


Smyrna Elementary 


104 


4.57 


1.18 


1.79 


0.71 


6.36 


1.58 


Woodbridge 

Woodbridge Elementary 


128 


4.77 


1.17 


1.71 


0.69 


6.48 


1.58 


Campus Community 
Campus Community 


36 


4.25 


1.46 


1.28 


0.51 


5.53 


1.63 


East Side Charter 


East Side Charter 


6 


4.17 


0.75 


1.00 


0.00 


5.17 


0.75 




O 

ERIC 
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Means and Standard Deviations of Writing Scores 
by Grade, District and School 
for Stand-Alone, Text-Based, and Total Writing Scores 

(Grade 5) 



District & School 



N 



Stand-Alone 
Mean S.D. 



Text-Based 
Mean S.D. 



Writing Total 
Mean S.D. 



Appoquinintink 

Redding Intermediate 



394 



Brandywine 

Claymont Elementary 246 

P.S. duPont Elementary 305 

David Harlan Elementary 146 

Caesar Rodney 

W. Reiley Brown Elementary 65 

Allen Frear Elementary 78 

W.B. Simpson Elementary 81 

Star Hill Elementary 75 

Nellie Stokes Elementary 72 

Major George S. Welch Elementary 74 

Cape Henlopen 

Lewes Middle 88 

Milton Middle 95 

Rehoboth Elementary 86 

Capital 

William Henry Middle 440 



5.02 


1.29 


1.76 


0.83 


6.78 


1.68 


5.36 


1.29 


1.88 


0.89 


7.24 


1.79 


5.11 


1.26 


1.83 


0.84 


6.94 


1.79 


5.10 


1.14 


1.92 


0.92 


7.02 


1.73 


5.55 


1.25 


1.92 


0.80 


7.48 


1.69 


5.59 


1.17 


2.06 


0.93 


7.65 


1.72 


5.35 


1.21 


1.68 


0.77 


7.02 


1.75 


4.57 


1.43 


1.72 


0.76 


6.29 


1.99 


5.04 


1.22 


1.79 


0.75 


6.83 


1.58 


5.51 


1.31 


1.96 


0.83 


7.47 


1.69 


5.31 


1.17 


1.91 


0.56 


7.22 


1.54 


4.83 


1.21 


1.75 


0.67 


6.58 


1.65 


4.87 


1.15 


1.71 


0.63 


6.58 


1.54 


5.12 


1.30 


1.67 


0.72 


6.79 


1.72 



O 

ERLC 
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Means and Standard Deviations of Writing Scores 
by Grade, District and School 
for Stand-Alone, Text-Based, and Total Writing Scores 

(Grade 5) 



District & School 


N 


Stand -Alone 
Mean S.D. 


Text-Based 

Mean S.D. 


Writing Total 
Mean S.D. 


Christina 


Bancroft Elementary 


386 


5.01 


1.23 


1.78 


0.80 


6.78 


1.71 


Bayard Elementary 


314 


5.25 


1.50 


1.91 


0.90 


7.17 


2.12 


Drew Pyle Elementary 


271 


4.79 


1.25 


1.61 


0.68 


6.40 


1.65 


Elbert Palmer Elementary 


118 


5.12 


1.35 


2.01 


0.92 


7.13 


1.94 


Pulaski Elementary 


181 


4.69 


1.15 


1.69 


0.74 


6.38 


1.57 


Stubbs Elementary 


131 


4.51 


1.10 


1.59 


0.75 


6.10 


1.52 


Colonial 


Colwyck Elementary 


133 


5.09 


1.31 


2.07 


0.85 


7.16 


1.84 


H.O. Eisenberg Elementary 


161 


4.90 


1.13 


1.72 


0.64 


6.62 


1.53 


Martin Luther King Elementary 


113 


4.44 


1.03 


1.79 


0.76 


6.23 


1.56 


McCullough Elementary 


357 


4.85 


1.30 


1.83 


0.78 


6.69 


1.79 


Indian River 


Lord Baltimore Elementary 


89 


5.47 


1.07 


2.08 


0.73 


7.55 


1.48 


East Millsboro Elementary 


63 


5.32 


0.86 


2.08 


0.60 


7.40 


1.24 


Frankford Elementary 


52 


4.90 


1.27 


1.85 


0.72 


6.75 


1.77 


Long Neck Elementary 


76 


5.71 


1.00 


2.13 


0.66 


7.84 


1.39 


North Georgetown Elementary 


112 


4.84 


1.31 


1.89 


0.68 


6.73 


1.73 


PC Showell Elementary 


34 


5.18 


0.94 


2.21 


0.69 


7.38 


1.37 


Southern DE School of the Arts 


43 


5.28 


1.22 


1.77 


0.65 


7.05 


1.57 



O 

ERIC 
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Means and Standard Deviations of Writing Scores 
by Grade, District and School 
for Stand-Alone, Text-Based, and Total Writing Scores 

(Grade 5) 



District & School 



N 



Stand -Alone 
Mean S.D. 



Text-Based 
Mean S.D. 



Writing Total 
Mean S.D. 



Lake Forest 

Lake Forest East Elementary 


70 


Lake Forest North Elementary 


89 


Lake Forest South Elementary 


86 


Laurel 

Laurel Intermediate 


157 


Milford 

Milford Middle 


231 


Red Clay 

Baltz Elementary 


132 


Forest Oak Elementary 


109 


Marbrook Elementary 


145 


AP Mote Elementary 


140 


Richardson Park Elementary 


120 


Warner Elementary 


278 


Seaford 

Fred Douglas Intermediate 


238 


Smyrna 

North Smyrna Elementary 


238 


Woodbridge 

Woodbridge Elementary 


143 


Campus Community 
Campus Community 


28 



5.64 


0.99 


1.97 


0.70 


7.61 


1.47 


4.88 


1.23 


1.79 


0.67 


6.66 


1.64 


5.20 


1.02 


1.79 


0.77 


6.99 


1.51 


4.94 


1.28 


1.97 


0.75 


6.91 


1.79 


5.14 


1.17 


1.81 


0.78 


6.95 


1.64 


4.19 


1.13 


1.23 


0.48 


5.42 


1.34 


5.16 


1.26 


1.41 


0.58 


6.57 


1.59 


4.81 


1.24 


1.38 


0.54 


6.19 


1.48 


5.11 


1.19 


1.60 


0.73 


6.71 


1.59 


4.96 


1.21 


1.51 


0.62 


6.47 


1.53 


4.68 


1.37 


1.55 


0.77 


6.24 


1.82 


5.21 


1.26 


1.73 


0.75 


6.93 


1.69 


4.87 


1.22 


1.68 


0.74 


6.55 


1.68 


4.99 


1.14 


1.62 


0.57 


6.62 


1.39 


4.71 


1.54 


1.96 


0.84 


6.68 


2.09 
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Means and Standard Deviations of Writing Scores 
by Grade, District and School 
for Stand-Alone, Text-Based, and Total Writing Scores 

(Grade 8) 



District & School 


N 


Stand - Alone 
Mean S.D. 


Text-Based 
Mean S.D. 


Writing Total 
Mean S.D. 


Appoquinimink 


Middletown Middle 


350 


5.72 


0.93 


1.78 


0.62 


7.50 


1.30 


Brandywine 


Hanby Middle 


279 


5.91 


1.17 


2.56 


0.79 


8.47 


1.69 


Springer Middle 


262 


5.94 


1.12 


1.87 


0.64 


7.81 


1.49 


Talley Middle 


260 


5.30 


1.02 


1.75 


0.66 


7.05 


1.43 


Caesar Rodney 


Dover Airforce Base Middle 


64 


5.78 


0.97 


1.97 


0.69 


7.75 


1.37 


Fifer Middle 


221 


5.57 


0.96 


1.68 


0.60 


7.25 


1.28 


Postlethwait Middle 


202 


5.73 


1.05 


1.76 


0.61 


7.50 


1.35 


Cape Henlopen 
Lewes Middle 


185 


5.80 


0.93 


2.11 


0.65 


7.91 


1.29 


Milton Middle 


128 


5.45 


1.20 


1.93 


0.68 


7.38 


1.64 


Capital 

Central Middle 


426 


5.44 


1.20 


1.73 


0.69 


7.17 


1.65 


Christina 

Gauger Cobbs Middle 


423 


5.41 


0.99 


1.78 


0.65 


7.20 


1.36 


Kirk Middle 


412 


5.38 


0.97 


1.67 


0.55 


7.05 


1.29 


Shue Medill Middle 


482 


5.72 


1.03 


1.87 


0.65 


7.59 


1.43 


Colonial 

Gunning Bedford Middle 


331 


5.48 


1.05 


1.76 


0.56 


7.24 


1.35 


New Castle Middle 


142 


5.44 


1.00 


1.80 


0.66 


7.23 


1.41 


George Read Middle 


298 


5.38 


0.92 


1.87 


0.61 


7.25 


1.27 



ERiC 
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Means and Standard Deviations of Writing Scores 
by Grade, District and School 
for Stand-Alone, Text-Based, and Total Writing Scores 

(Grade 8) 



District & School 


N 


Stand -Alone 
Mean S.D. 


Text-Based 
Mean S.D. 


Writing Total 
Mean S.D. 


Delmar 

Delmar Jr High 


131 


5.90 


0.92 


2.17 


0.57 


8.07 


1.24 


Indian River 

Selbyville Middle 


198 


5.37 


1.11 


1.75 


0.62 


7.13 


1.51 


Southern DE Arts School 


21 


5.33 


1.02 


2.00 


0.71 


7.33 


1.46 


Sussex Central Middle 


315 


5.56 


0.97 


1.88 


0.70 


7.43 


1.42 


Lake Forest 


W.T. Chipman Middle 


255 


5.64 


0.95 


1.93 


0.69 


7.56 


1.35 


Laurel 


Laurel Central Middle 


161 


5.19 


1.08 


1.77 


0.57 


6.96 


1.42 


Milford 

Milford Middle 


321 


5.73 


0.92 


1.85 


0.65 


7.58 


1.29 


Red Clay 


Calloway School of the Arts 


123 


5.76 


0.93 


1.76 


0.60 


7.52 


1.22 


Conrad Middle 


189 


5.39 


1.07 


1.56 


0.54 


6.94 


1.40 


AI duPont Middle 


142 


5.08 


1.02 


1.59 


0.59 


6.68 


1.40 


HB duPont Middle 


264 


6.19 


1.19 


1.97 


0.71 


8.16 


1.63 


Skyline Middle 


211 


5.77 


0.98 


1.81 


0.64 


7.58 


1.41 


Stanton Middle 


181 


5.65 


0.96 


1.75 


0.67 


7.40 


1.35 


Seaford 

Seaford Middle 


291 


5.46 


1.03 


1.76 


0.63 


7.22 


1.40 


Smyrna 


John Bassett Moore 


230 


5.49 


0.88 


1.46 


0.53 


6.94 


1.13 


Woodbridge 

Woodbridge Middle 


151 


4.79 


1.02 


1.46 


0.55 


6.25 


1.31 
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Means and Standard Deviations of Writing Scores 
by Grade , District and School 
for Stand-Alone, Text-Based, and Total Writing Scores 

(Grade 8) 



District Sc School 


N 


Stand-Alone 
Mean S.D. 


Text-Based 
Mean S.D. 


Writing Totai 
Mean S.D. 


Campus Community 
Campus Community 


29 


5.55 


1.30 


2.10 


0.82 


7.66 


1.86 


Positive Outcomes Charier 
Positive Outcomes Charter 


6 


4.00 


0.63 


1.50 


0.55 


5.50 


1.05 
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Means and Standard Deviations of Writing Scores 
by Grade , District and School 
for Stand-Alone, Text-Based, and Total Writing Scores 

(Grade 10) 



District St School 


N 


Stand-Alone 
Mean S.D. 


Text-Based 
Mean S.D. 


Writing Total 
Mean S.D. 


Appoquinimink 
Middletown High 


282 


5.30 


1.20 


2.06 


0.91 


7.37 


1.85 


Brandywine 


Brandywine High 


274 


5.91 


1.16 


2.35 


0.90 


8.26 


1.75 


Concord High 


231 


5.84 


1.37 


2.48. 


0.95 


833 


2.09 


Mt Pleasant High 


204 


5.50 


1.32 


2.18 


0.95' 


7.68 


2.01 


Caesar Rodney 


Caesar Rodney High 


366 


5.74 


1.15 


1.98 


0.88 


7.73 


1.71 


Cape Henlopen 


Cape Henlopen High 


218 


5.28 


1.15 


1.99 


0.72 


7.27 


1.66 


Capital 


Dover High 


111 


5.62 


1.11 


2.13 


0.86 


7.75 


1.69 


Christina 


Christiana High 


334 


4.88 


1.14 


1.71 


0.74 


6.59 


1.59 


Glasgow High 


304 


5.03 


1.28 


1.62 


0.65 


6.65 


1.68 


Newark High 


320 


5.18 


1.31 


1.93 


0.80 


7.10 


1.85 


Colonial 

William Penn High 


466 


5.20 


1.12 


1.95 


0.73 


7.16 


1.58 


Delmar 


Delmar High 


101 


5.80 


1.13 


2.26 


0.86 


8.06 


1.66 


Indian River 

Indian River High 


170 


5.06 


1.23 


1.62 


0.73 


6.68 


1.70 


Sussex Central High 


224 


5.32 


1.18 


2.05 


0.82 


7.37 


1.69 




36 




Means and Standard Deviations of Writing Scores 
by Grade , District and School 
for Stand-Alone, Text-Based, and Total Writing Scores 

(Grade 10) 



District St School 


N 


Stand - Alone 
Mean S.O. 


Text-Based 
Mean S.D. 


Writing Total 
Mean S.D. 


Lake Forest 

Lake Forest High 


188 


5.05 


1.07 


1.53 0.64 


6.59 


1.42 


Laurel 

Laurel High' 


102 


4.77 


1.17 


1.81 0.79 


6.59 


1.64 


Milford 

Milford High 


196 


5.91 


113 


2.36 0.82 


8.28 


1.67 


New Castle County Vo Tech 
Delcastle High 


307 


5.58 


0.98 


1.96 0.80 


.7.54 


1.41 


Hodgson High 


228 


5.63 


1.04 


1.86 0.78 


7.49 


1.54 


Howard High 


167 


5.19 


1.01 


1.68 0.68 


6.87 


1.34. 


Polytech 

Polytech 


245 


5.52 


0.98 


1.96 0.74 


7.47 


1.34 


Red Clay 

Calloway School for Arts 


52 


6.12 


1.08 


2.37 0.77 


8.48 


1.63 


Dickinson High 


177 


5.12 


1.30 


1.79 0.78 


6.92 


1.79 


AI duPont High 


213 


5.58 


1.31 


2.04 0.85 


7.62 


1.89 


Thomas McKean High 


273 


5.17 


1.28 


1.78 0.79 


6.95 


1.82 


Seaford 

SeafordHigh 


207 


4.99 


1.15 


1.84 0.80 


6.82 


1.72 


Smyrna 

Smyrna High 


199 


4.90 


1.11 


1.78 0.77 


6.68 


1.61 


Sussex Technical 

Sussex Technical High 


267 


5.66 


0.94 


1.99 0.82 


7.65 


1.47 


Woodbridge 

Woodbridge Sr. High 


102 


4.40 


1.17 


1.61 0.60 


6.01 


1.56 
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Means and Standard Deviations of Writing Scores 
by Grade, District and School 
for Stand-Alone, Text-Based, and Total Writing Scores 

(Grade 10) 



District & School 



Stand -Alone Text- Based 



Writing Total 



Richard Miiburn Academy 


Richard Milbum Academy 


10 


4.20 


0.79 


1.50 


0.53 


5.70 


1.06 


Positive Outcomes Charter 


Positive Outcomes Charter 


10 


4.00 


0.47 


1.30 


0.48 


5.30 


0.67 


Charter School of Wilmington 
Charter School of Wilmington 


180 


6.23 


0.95 


2.38 


0.77 


8.61 


1.41 
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